
To: 
Cc: 

Kappelman, David[Kappelman.David@epa.gov]; Daly, Eric[Daly.Eric@epa.gov] 
Nguyen, Lyndsey[Nguyen.Lyndsey@epa.gov] 

From: Lisichenko, Peter 
Sent: Fri 12/16/2016 1:51:36 PM 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Area 5 Disposal Proposal 

Location N002-AO 1-SOO 1 N002-A01-S( 
No. 

RST3 N002-A01-S001-0006-01 N002-A01-S001-0 
Sample 

No. 
Sample 0 to 6 inches 0 to 6 inche 

Depth 
(inches) 
Sample Soil Soil 
Matrix 

Sample 10/14/2016 10/14/201( 
Date 

Sample 
Value Q~~l GE Total Value Q L?ital C 
(pCi/g) 1 1~ lW r(l .t11if: ) u1]11errM 

Result 
nee n nee 41 g nee l 

(±) (pCi/gX±) (±) (p 
Radioisotope 1EPA 

SSAL 
Bismuth-212 6,330,000 392.16 45.4~9.9~.024 525.62 70.8437( 
(Bi-212) 
Cesium-137 11 0.146 0.863 0 0.318 
(Cs-137) 
Lead-212 (Pb- 661,000 323.13 38. Ei930.64.026 484.3 68.18~( 

212) 
Potassium-40 25.9 20.153 8.143 8.218 
(K-40) 
Radium-226* 2.48 10.1 9.791 
(Ra-226) 
Radium-228 15.9 36.9 9.019 
(Ra-228) 
Actinium-228 9.019 
(Ac-228) 
Thallium-208 2,430,000 112.16 12.31'{)9.41.962 163.63 21.87'"Q l 
(Tl-208) 
Thorium-234 47,900 49.122 10.7104.28.589 68.54 22.27fQ~ 



Th-234) 
Uranium-235 39.2 5.49 3.63 6.94 5.42 
(U-235) 
Thorium-228 14,100 109 N219.2139.515.33 120 N2 22.3 21 
(Th-228) 
Thorium-230 2,090 40.6 N28.17l 34.7 N2 8.31 
(Th-230) 
Thorium-232 5.01 0.11 N2 20.7 
Th-232) 
Uranium- NS 117 N223.3l 121 N2 26.2 
233/234 (U-
233/234) 
Uranium- NS 7.53 N22.02 7.02 N2 2.13 
235/236 (U-
235/236) 
Uranium-238 3,720 126 
(U-238) 

From: Kappelman, David [mailto:Kappelman.David@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, December 16, 2016 8:48AM 
To: Daly, Eric 
Cc: Nguyen, Lyndsey; Lisichenko, Peter 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Area 5 Disposal Proposal 

Pete, 

N2 25 l 124 

Included the data package from Pace for the Area 5 disposal was a gamma spec result for 
sample N002-A01-S001-0006-01, and .. . 01 b. These 2 samples had elevated gamma emitting 
radionuclides. Can you send me the gamma spec results that was performed onsite so that I 

N2 27 



can compare the results? 

Thanks, 

David Kappelman 

From: Daly, Eric 
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2016 7:55PM 
To: frodriguez@gesoncall.com; jkite@gesoncall.com; tim.curtin@usecology.com; 
tcurtin16@aol.com 
Cc: Joei.Belloni@usecology.com; Nguyen, Lyndsey <Nguyen.Lyndsey@epa.gov>; 
Peter.Lisichenko@WestonSolutions.com; joe.weismann@usecology.com; 
jim.vigrass@usecology.com; Pellegrino, Carl <Pellegrino.Carl@epa.gov>; Kappelman, David 
<Kappelman.David@epa.gov> 
Subject: NFB Site: Area 5 Disposal Proposal 
Importance: High 

Good Evening: 

Today we shipped out three trucks and all went pretty well after we worked out the 
bugs with the first truck. The overall concept of our blending has been approved as 
well as the TCLP for the areas of interest for this winter's planned shipments 
(GNBC Office Area and Area 5). Attached is the rad proposal for Area 5 medium 
concentration material. Hopefully, Joe is done with his training and available to 
review the document. We performed gamma survey of Area 5 as we separated the 
different concentration layers. We also collected samples. Those samples were 
analyzed by our on-site HpGe as well as Pace Laboratory (alpha Spec and 21 day 
in-growth lab data documents attached). There is also a table with both lab and 
HpGe results. 

Some clarifications. Pace Lab takes all three sample jars of each sample#, 
combines, dries, pulverizes and homogenizes. Then portions of the samples are 
used to perform the 21 day in-growth gamma spec and alpha spec. The gamma 
spec jar is a different size than what we use for our gamma spec as well. 



Therefore, we need to do some more work on getting an "apples to apples" 
comparison with our gamma spec and theirs. We will start that in January. So the 
gamma readings we obtained was from a sample that was predominately the 
unprocessed rock-like high gamma material. So this was not really a true 
representation of the entire sample collected and not comparable to the laboratory 
results. However, we want to be conservative so we are proposing to use our 
HpGe results in determining our disposal proposal. In this case, the medium 
concentration material does not require blending but meets the acceptance criteria 
on its own. 

Please let us know tomorrow if this is acceptable and we can schedule trucks for 
this material on Monday, December 19, 2016. If not, we will be forced to shut 
down operations until we return to site in January. Meaning, disposal is the only 
work we can conduct after tomorrow. 

Thanks so much. 

Regards, 

Eric M. Daly 
On-Scene Coordinator/Radiological Response Specialist 
US Environmental Protection Agency- Region II 

ERRD/RPB/PPS 
2890 Woodbridge A venue 
Edison, NJ 08837 
daly.eric@epa.gov 
908-420-1707 

"We must, indeed, all hang together, or assuredly we shall all hang separately", 
Benjamin Franklin 



From: tim.curtin@usecology.com I [mailto:tcurtin16@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2016 10:12 AM 
To: frodriguez@gesoncall.com; jkite@gesoncall.com 
Cc: Daly, Eric <Daly.Eric@epa.gov>; Joei.Belloni@usecology.com; Nguyen, Lyndsey 
<Nguyen. Lyndsey@epa.gov>; Peter. Lisichenko@WestonSolutions.com; 
joe.weismann@usecology.com; jim.vigrass@usecology.com 
Subject: Re: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Francisco, I will send this on to Jim Vigrass who is our Transportation Dir and your POC for ordering 
trucks, and I will call him as well 

to see if tomorrow can be arranged. 

I will ask Jim to circle back with you regarding the specifics of starting to ship tomorrow as well as any 
additional details. Please note 

you will need to send orders for trucking needs to Jim directly to order trucks. 

Thank you, 

Tim Curtin 

Dir. Sales & Mkt./USW Ecology 

973.694.7525 

tcurtin@usecoloy.com 

-----Original Message-----
From: Francisco Rodriguez <frodriguez@gesoncall.com> 
To: Janelle Kite <jkite@gesoncall.com>; Cory McMann <Corv.McMann@usecology.com> 
Cc: Daly, Eric <Daly.Eric@epa.gov>; Joel Belloni <Joei.Belloni@usecology.com>; Nguyen, Lyndsey 
<Nguyen .Lyndsey@epa.gov>; Peter. Lisichenko <Peter. Lisichenko@WestonSolutions.com>; Joe 



Weismann <joe.weismann@usecology.com>; Tim Curtin <tcurtin16@aol.com>; Tim Curtin 
<tim.curtin@usecology.com> 
Sent: Wed, Dec 14, 2016 10:03 am 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

All, 

I agree," Good News!". Now comes the question, how soon can we expect to schedule trucks. 
As of right now, there are three truckloads ready to ship. The box numbers and location are 
included in the attachments sent out by Eric. If possible, could we schedule at least one truck for 
tomorrow morning, Thurs.12/15. I realize this is short notice. The reason is we have people 
going into rotation and holiday schedules and we would like to be able to go through our onsite 
procedures screening trucks and documentation before our key personnel leave for the 
holidays. Additional material from Area 5 may be ready to ship as soon as Monday of next 
week. Lyndsey is currently working on instrumentation and screening procedure proposal for 
that material. 

Thanks you, 

Frank Rodriguez 

Response Manager 

Guardian Environmental Services 

70 Albe Drive 

Newark, DE 19702 

Cell: 302-803-1191 

Office: 302-918-3070 

Fax: 302-834-1959 

From: Janelle Kite 



Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2016 9:09AM 

Nguyen, 
To: Cory McMann 
Cc: Daly, Eric 
Lyndsey 
Weismann 

.~~====~==~~========~==~,Joe 

Subject: Re: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Good news! 

Cory McMann wrote: 

Thanks Eric, 

I have set up the approval (L 163014WDI) for Area 5 and the GNBC Office Building, if you could 
indicate those areas in section 14 of the manifest that will assist with the receiving process at 
WDI. You should see a price confirmation from Joel shortly. 

Thanks 

From: Daly, Eric L!l.!!~~~~~~~~~::J 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2016 5:21 PM 
To: Cory McMann 

Cc: Tim Curtin Tim Curtin 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Hi Cory: 



Those were not the only areas that had elevated metal results from our site wide 
assessment. For example, ID: N002-TRENCH-0003-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-
14, Chromium is at 280 mg/kg, Lead at 1300 mg/kg. That sample is from GNBC 
Warehouse #3. We aren't performing that part of the removal until the Spring the 
earliest. Presently we are only addressing the two areas that we are excavating 
now and need to get moving on with T &D. Each area we address moving forward 
will have additional rad analysis as described previously in our proposal and now 
TCLP analysis prior to anything being shipped off site. 

Thanks 

From: Cory McMann L~===.:t-==~~==::::zu.=~J 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2016 4:28PM 
To: Daly, Eric Joel Belloni 
Lyndsey 
Weismann 

Hi Eric, 

Just one question on the TCLP data. You indicated the analysis represents Area 5 and the 
office. Were those the only areas that hit for totals in the data set over marked: 

ID: N001-SS001-1224-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-1, page 18, Chromium is at 1600 mg/kg 

ID: N001-SS006-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-6, page 23, Lead is at 110 mg/kg 

ID: N001-SS007-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-7, page 24, Barium is at 4300 mg/kg 

ID: N002-SS001-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-8, page 25, Chromium is at 210 mg/kg 

ID: N002-TRENCH-0003-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-14, page 31, Chromium is at 280 mg/kg, 



Lead at 1300 mg/kg. This may be the one regarding the Trench you speak of below. 

ID: N003-SS001-1022-1, Lab Sample160-13352-15, page 32, Chromium is at 970 mg/kg 

ID: N003-SS003-1224-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-17, page 34, Chromium is at 860 mg/kg 

ID: N003-SS003-1224-02, Lab Sample 160-13352-18, page 35, Chromium is at 790 mg/kg 

I am trying to relate what was above for totals to the TCLP analysis, are you expecting to run 
additional TCLP analysis for other areas? 

Thanks 

From: Daly, Eric l~~~~t;ru:~~lllQ'YJ 
Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2016 11:56 AM 
To: Cory McMann 

Cc: Tim Curtin Tim Curtin 
Subject: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 
Importance: High 

Good Morning Everyone: 

We have been really busy. Slowly but surely making progress here at the site. We 
sent out samples from Area 5 and the GNBC Office for TCLP. Those results are 
attached. Thankfully, no results exceed the TCLP limits. With the acceptance of 
the GNBC Office blending disposal plan last month (attached) and now the 
clearance of the TCLP, we should be ready to start shipping the office area. Right 
now we have segregated the GNBC cubic hard boxes into three Conex Containers. 
Each container has 22 cubic yard boxes. 16 higher concentration boxes with 6 low 
concentration boxes as per the blending document. I have attached a truck loading 
document that breaks down the specific boxes (ID# and individual box weight). 



We are still working with the lab to get data on Area 5. We may have some other 
proposals later utilizing the low level material we have from Area 5 to blend with 
the remainder of the high concentration cubic yard boxes from GNBC. Lyndsey 
may be calling Joe today if he is available. 

Thanks 

Regards, 

Eric M. Daly 
On-Scene Coordinator/Radiological Response Specialist 
US Environmental Protection Agency- Region II 

ERRD/RPB/PPS 
2890 Woodbridge A venue 
Edison, NJ 08837 

908-420-1707 

"We must, indeed, all hang together, or assuredly we shall all hang separately", 
Benjamin Franklin 

From: Cory McMann L~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 4:50PM 
To: Daly, Eric Joel Belloni 
Lyndsey 



Cc: Tim Curtin 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Thanks Eric, 

It's difficult to negate the chromium results based on the blank results and since there are lead 
and barium concerns I recommend running TCLP for those constituents. 

Joe, I know you approved the rad procedure are you waiting on additional analysis? 

Cory 

From: Daly, Eric·~==~-'=~==~=-· 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 12:52 PM 
To: Cory McMann 

Cc: Tim Curtin 
Subject: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 
Importance: High 

Hi: 

I apologize for the delayed response. I am in our REOC this week and addressing 
response issues. I understand. I actually have a write up that I always use. I 
wanted to make sure we were all on same page. I made a pdf of my cheat sheet 
and attached. 

As I look closer to the data, I see a note on the chromium results "Compound was 
found in the blank and sample". So I assume there was a cross contamination 



issue in the lab? Does that put in question all values for the chromium 
results? 

ID: N001-SS001-1224-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-1, page 18, Chromium is at 
1600 mg/kg, ID: N002-SS001-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-8, page 25, 
Chromium is at 210 mg/kg, ID: N003-SS001-1022-1, Lab Sample160-13352-15, 
page 32, Chromium is at 970 mg/kg, ID: N003-SS003-1224-01, Lab Sample 160-
13352-17, page 34, Chromium is at 860 mg/kg, ID: N003-SS003-1224-02, Lab 
Sample 160-13352-18, page 35, Chromium is at 790 mg/kg? 

ID: N001-SS006-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-6, page 23, Lead is at 110 
mg/kg . For this sample the Rule of 20 would be 5.5 mg/1 of lead with the limit 
being 5.0 mg/1. 

ID: N001-SS007-0012-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-7, page 24, Barium is at 4300 
mg/kg. For this sample the Rule of 20 would be 215 mg/1 of Barium with the 
limit being 100 mg/1. 

ID: N002-TRENCH-0003-01, Lab Sample 160-13352-14, page 31, Chromium is at 
280 mg/kg (14 mg/1: 5.0 mg/1), Lead at 1300 mg/kg (65 mg/1: 5 mg/1. This may 
be the one regarding the Trench you speak of below. 

We will have a TCLP sampling strategy for the waste. At this time, we will only 
be sampling/analyzing the material we have excavated and plan to dispose. We 
need to put a rush on this analytical in order to get the disposal process moving. At 
a later date we will obtain TCLP information for other areas. 

So as I understand it, our radiological procedures are approved but we just 
need to verify the RCRA characteristics. 



Please let me know if there are any questions at this time. 

Regards, 

Eric M. Daly 
On-Scene Coordinator/Radiological Response Specialist 
US Environmental Protection Agency- Region II 

ERRD/RPB/PPS 
2890 Woodbridge A venue 
Edison, NJ 08837 

908-420-1707 

"We must, indeed, all hang together, or assuredly we shall all hang separately", 
Benjamin Franklin 

From: Cory McMann ·~===-z.==~~===""-==• 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 9:05AM 
To: Joel Belloni 
Lyndsey 

Cc: Tim Curtin 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Nguyen, 

Just to clarify, the total results divide by 20 are the hurdle based on the analysis provided. If 
TCLP analysis on representative sample(s) can be completed showing the levels below are not 
exceeded the waste can be accepted at WDI. However, if the analysis shows the waste exhibits 
a characteristic the waste can still be accepted for stabilization at MDI (with some profile 
modifications) and final disposal to occur at WDI. 

Cory 



From: Joel Belloni 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 8:52AM 
To: Daly, Eric Nguyen, Lyndsey 

Cc: Cory McMann 
Subject: RE: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

From: Daly, Eric lrlli~W~'-1;1}£{!~~.9Q~J 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2016 8:46AM 
To: Joel Belloni 

Subject: NFB Site: Profile Finalization 

Good Morning Everyone: 



I hope everyone had a nice holiday. I am hoping to get back on track with our 
profile finalization. As far as the metals exceedance, we are working on a proposal 
for TCLP analysis. Joel, what regulatory levels are you referring to so we are all 
on the same page. 

Thanks 

From: Joel Belloni ·~=~==:=..:.======~· 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2016 4:14PM 
To: Daly, Eric Nguyen, Lyndsey 

Subject: RE: Profile Finalization- Niagara Falls 



From: Daly, Eric ·~==::..:.=~~==='-"~• 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2016 3:34PM 
To: Joel Belloni 

Subject: RE: Profile Finalization- Niagara Falls 

Hi Joel: 

Could you please identify which samples you are referring to? If one result for 
high lead is the GNBC Warehouse 4 Trench Sample, we are aware and spoke 
about handling this one area separately. That was an oil drain and we took a 
sample there just for that purpose. That does not represent the entire Site. Please 
note, that area is not one of the areas planned to initially ship in 2016. 

Thanks 

From: Joel Belloni ·~=======-:==:::::;::LJ=~• 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2016 2:07PM 
To: Daly, Eric Nguyen, Lyndsey 
Subject: Profile Finalization- Niagara Falls 



Good Afternoon-

We have completed the review of the radiological portion of the analysis and we have 
an outstanding issue in regards to the RCRA component. In the analysis attached, 
there are several hits for Cadmium and Lead that are above regulatory levels. Since 
this analysis was ran in totals, some of the hits are not below the divide by twenty rule. 
Is there any TCLP analysis available? Would it be possible to pull a representative 
sample prior to shipping to show the codes don't apply? 

Let me know your thoughts and we can wrap this up shortly. 

Regards, 

CONFIDENTIALITY: This email and attachments may contain information which is 
confidential and proprietary. Disclosure or use of any such confidential or proprietary 
information without the written permission of Weston Solutions, Inc. is strictly prohibited. If you 
received this email in error, please notify the sender by return e-mail and delete this email from 
your system. Thank you. 


